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Generally, one court may not, by an order in one action, stay proceedings in an action pending 
in another court in the state, but one court may restrain the parties from proceeding in 
another court in the same state under certain conditions. 


Generally, one court may not, by an order in one action, stay proceedings in an action pending in 
another court in the state.! One court may, however, restrain the parties from proceeding further 
in another court in the same state? where the first court possesses exclusive jurisdiction over the 
matter,’ or the courts have concurrent jurisdiction but the exercise of jurisdiction by the former 


court is prior in time.* 


By contrast, one court should not enjoin the parties from proceeding in another court where the 


court whose proceedings are sought to be enjoined has exclusive jurisdiction in the matter” or has 
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previously acquired jurisdiction of the parties and the subject matter. A court also has no equitable 
power to prevent other forums from hearing issues founded upon identical statutory or common- 


law principles but involving different parties. On the other hand, a court should not deny a stay of 
proceedings in another court where the other forum correctly determines that it lacks jurisdiction 


to hear certain claims. 
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Interpleader action 

The court in an action on a bond has jurisdiction to restrain all parties to the action from instituting or further 
prosecuting any other proceeding affecting rights and obligations of parties to the surety's interpleader action. 
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As to requirement of identity of subject matter, parties, and relief in the context of jurisdictional priority, 
see § 255. 


N.Y.—Green v. Glenbriar Co., 131 A.D.2d 363, 516 N.Y.S.2d 670 (1st Dep't 1987). 
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